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far! ftqiePT 
(tNW fiWPT) 

^ fotll, 19 'g<nii 2005 

ft. 67/2005-TftRI^R 

TTT.dP.fft. 480 ( 3 T).— 3 lfftted qifaqnft. ?ftqRJcq> aftfejRppf 1975 (1975 d>T 5 l) 

Weft ST^^t ft 2922 29 ft aftpfd 3nft dlft, fttd v>Hc|l<S) q«|?M ft|? dl^cIH (ftnftr 

wncT mg %zi ww I) ft vwiftd tit wi ft Rrafd fftft qij. <t?iRieiHM (faft 

WWRT ftS^ TfTef d>?T WT I?) ft SfUtTcT ft RPlft ft *TT?d ft ?|vjjqd. 3 RTTEfrm. HPT I, ^TS 

1 . cflft^I 16 3T^eT, 2001 ft TTOIRTcI 3 PPt y|?ft<|> Pp*ft ft ??T ftftq q? q?ft ft fft- 

(35) ftd«I ft 3 >T RT?d ftf Md HIBl'il TgrP ft q? fftdT W «H. 

ftldft qf^JTTWM TO f 3 TT 8 R ; 

(*f) dftUT dft Sfrfft ^ sft; 

(q) uftj dfttq ftt w «# Tra^r M % oturt ft qn?q ftt ; 

aft? arfftfld qrtsJddft ft ftssqf ft aqsrr? q? ft^ftlq ?w«t>K ft, urowoffto 647 

a?), dl'fl’M 6 fftc 1 * 4 ?, 2001 dft HRd ft ?|vHW^, 3 ld|tJK«I. HPT II, 3 , dWslft (i), dlftsi 6 
fftcF<T?. 2001 ft' y<t>lftld. HI?d TO>R ft fad ftdTcRI fadd) 4 ft 3 jfe?]THI fto 

89 / 2 ooi-fttwjc 4 >, difta 6 IftdM?. 2001 5 m ^TtcT q? 3 FifftR yfaiiiH *j?q> arfftftfod 

(ftdl SIT ; 

3ft? 3 ffftf%ci yifa<t>ift, atnift ftfim dift?i 22 vSFraft, 2002 ftt % *n?d ft 

?iuNd. ai?ncn?"i, hpt I, ^re 1. drft^i 22 mHcRI 2002 ft y<t»iftid 5m wn faftq q? 
qjgft ft fa- 

(c 5 ) mg ftft ft Mftdiftc? g>T *n?d ftr fftftd ribi-u *j^i ft wt q? Rpit w sp ; 

(^ 1 ) ddtq dft dif^ra> dft ^ «ft; 

(q) u#q UF «# mg ft 3 Mid ft apRq^^t; 
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MlRlg>lxl g» Pi«l>«lT <$ <*wrt *17 tlWK 'Y. TTKWnofto 226 
(ar). mfr® 27 *r%. 2002 g>t *trct $ 3Rn«m®i. *tft II, «rs 3 . wsrs (i), mfts 27 

Tfi^, 2002 *¥ xixg>w g> Pica *i-3(101*1 (xi'H'rt fWi) til’ll tto 

29 /2002-^NRJo^. 27 2002 gRT 7%^ W 77 yfclHtcH ?Jo^ «&x1P)d 

®rr 

3 ^ arfirf^cr 7 i%g>r ft. an% Tfefow 38 %sht ^0 60 / 1 / 2000 -#*^, 17 M. 

2005 v 3 fr %> *trct g^TTvwr. srawrm. *tp<t I, ^srs i, cnfta 17 7i 2005 wifticr sttt 
gTr Pi u f*j 77 ^ %>— 

(g>) csrcti# TpjRi^i 3 'jcMife i PftrffcRi $7i%emloi gg 7T7d <% farter 

ij^q ^ g>g 77 %r*n ttt # 

(73) %!o| vS# 7 ! dlfcclctj 51% t; 

( 7 ) -q^ ^fPT 7>T Tg Jflfct rjfa vjHc|[# (|«KM % 3TI*TTcT 3> 777*7 ^ t; 

3ftT 3TfifftcT JUfeiT^ } #T cSRctl^t WW % ^iRldHId 7> 71% PfcM 97 mRmicH ^ ^ WT 

<% RhetRtt <& t; 

3TcT: 3R, 7W<1>W. WT cJfafr 3lRlPl*H 7>t dRT 9^ 7»t WIRT (l) 377 

( 5 ) ^ g%cr ^ft»Tff£o^ Zfcti RTfer gT^atf gft ^ih. ^ TifcRTfecT *[eg> g>r 

Rmfrwi sfr? tor ci«n «% g>T an^TR^i Pm, 1995 g> Rnm is aft7 20 gR T tt^rt *iRd *il' 
yii'Pi d>xc) trif, aiRrftcT urterfl ^ 'jw arieW Pi®«i»®iT 4 anaiR *R. afte 'TRer tiwr ^ 
*r 7 TT 0 g/T 0%0 226 (3T), d%73 27 ^ 2002 % did Hd>l%d dTTd 717377 £ %7T WeRI 

I^TFT) gft 3I%7$eRT TTO 29/2002-%HRjo3*. d%73 27 7%, 2002. dd dldt ^ R^ld 
3#?pm g^cr fr vjft artorg ^gft^tTngR^^ofiqf^n-ngit, 

(i) ^ gftfrci ^ti 3 wifteT, xrad ^ ( 2 ) ciRairft 3 gffief ^Rigg^/^rfcwt §rt 

WTfer *n PldifcTd, «TRcT 3iraicT ft>Tf ’R ^*ll^cd> tRg> 3T^lRRR 3>t M6c^ 31^*?! ^ V5 M^ 
292229 £ afirfcl 3TPT die! ^ l Rld*I l o I ^ WI ^ W*T (3) dR«Ipft Jlftfe ^ erf^ 71%, 

3fl7 \JcfcT 3MTlcIcI W 3fl7 J# TO ^ ^ SReT. 3RxRR ^ # ^1 3IcR c* 

g7 ^r jrfcRrcg ^jog> aiMftci 11 


^T/^TpI 

Rdideb 

71% (3P%g>t -SIR7 JjfcT %0TH0) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 


71% vJcMiggr/Piirtdg> 

3.33 


2 . atfe^n ^ aiefET arffcRffiffi gfcRICT 7 ^ 5 %?FR. 2006 W ( 71 % 57 % 75 cT 

?7T 3T%^TT c^T 73%d ^T f^T W %) TPTT^ %R% W dT^Sf % X(P*if«a 

t ait7 g? ^TReffg 3 XKcxi %>gi umjgi i 


57T 3 l Rl7jxH I # y*Tp3Fri' ^ foR.- 

(g^) “ 3HdX u l ^e*I ” ^ ^HT Pmf7«tlg ^1 ari^cf t. ^ %*TRJc^ 3r%RRTR. 1962 (1962 

g>i 52 ) ^ 3 %tg PmfR ci f^gi wbI# 57 ^ anenfer wr xTln^o* tfap arffeiRrag 
erm 3 E[rt 3 ^, cirt etrt 9 aih ctrt 9g> ^ areftg xjvi^ ^ ^' S<1> ’ < - 
TfPTRJo^ 3T% t; _ __ ' . ^ 

( 73 ) yfcIMIdd 7Jog> TFFRT ^ UdloHY ^ foT? oTF^ ftpPPT 7 T W7T BRIT ciH 

xfi*Hn?i,o g> aiRiPig g, 1962 (1952 gg 52 ) «trt 14 wtrt ( 3 ) g> #s J^)^ r ' j4 ' <3 ^ 

^ 3%% 7T%cR fr an TTq% wti !«?. WHW 7R TJTft ^ 3I%f^IT ^ 

t ^ ^ 3ML|KU| ^ feT? ^PRT ai^^sf ^fNTRJc^ €FRT 46 <P 

aiefR T%fl T3 ^ TR^cT gR^ g?t C1I'T1«J ?Kt I 


[•Cf>r. 7T. 354/32/2001-A 3TO. \] 
3T3pt, 3i*k yfgg 
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MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 19th July, 2005 
No. 67/2005-CUSTOMS 

G.S.R 480(E).— ^j, ereas j n t h e ma tter of import of Paracetamol falling under sub-heading 
No. 2922 29 of the First Schedule to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975), originating in, or 
exported from, the People’s Republic of China and Taiwan, the designated authority, vide its 
preliminary findings, published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 1, dated the 
16 th April, 2001, had come to the conclusion that - 

(a) Paracetamol originating in, or exported from, the People’s Republic of China and 
Taiwan, has been exported to India below normal value, resulting in dumping; 

(b) the domestic industry has suffered injury; 

(c) the injury has been caused by the imports from the subject countries; 

And whereas on the basis of the aforesaid findings of the designated authority, the 
Central Government had imposed an anti-dumping duty vide notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue), No.89/2001-Customs, dated the 6 th 
September, 2001, published in Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (i) of the Gazette of India, 
Extraordinary, dated the 6 th September, 2001,vide No. G.S.R.647 (E) dated the 6 th September 
2001; 


And whereas the designated authority vide its final findings dated the 22 nd January, 2002, 
published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 1, dated the 22 nd January, 2002, 
had come to the conclusion that 

(a) Paracetamol, originating in or exported from China PR and Taiwan has been exported to 
India below normal value resulting in dumping; 

(b) the domestic industry has suffered material injury; 

(c) injury has been caused by imports from the subject countries; 

And whereas on the basis of the aforesaid final findings of the designated authority, the 
Central Government had imposed anti-dumping duty vide notification of the Government of 
India, in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue), No.29/2002-Customs, dated the 27 th 
March, 2002, published in Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (i) of the Gazette of India, 
Extraordinary, dated the 27 th March 2002, vide No.G.S.R. 226 (E) dated the 27 lh March 2002; 

And whereas the designated authority vide its amendment notification No.60/1/2000- 
DGAD, dated the 17 th May, 2005, published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 
1, dated the 18 th May, 2005 has come to the conclusion that — 

(a) Paracetamol, originating in or exported from People’s Republic of China has been 
exported to India below normal value resulting in dumping; 

(b) the domestic industry has suffered material injury; 

(c) injury has been caused by the imports from People’s Republic of China, 

and has recommended the continued imposition of definitive anti-dumping duty on all imports of 
Paracetamol from China PR; 
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Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub sections (1) and (5) of section 
9A of the said Customs Tariff Act read with rules 18 and 20 of the Customs Tariff (Identification, 
Assessment and Collection of Anti-dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of 
Injury) Rules, 1995 and in supersession of the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue), No.29/2002-Customs, dated the 27 ,h March, 2002, 
published in Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (i) of the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, dated the 
27 th March, 2002 , vide No. G.S.R. 226 (E), dated the 27 ,h March, 2002,except as respects things 
done or omitted to be done before such supersession, the Central Government, on the basis of 
finding of the designated authority in the aforesaid amendment notification, hereby imposes on all 
imports of Paracetamol, falling under sub-heading No. 2922 29 of the First Schedule to the said 
Customs Tariff Act, originating in, or exported from, the country or territory specified in column 
(1) of the Table below, when exported by exporters as specified in column (2) of the Table below 
and imported into India, an anti-dumping duty at a rate equal to the difference between the 
amount specified in the corresponding entry in column (3) of the said Table and the landed value 
of such imported goods. 

Table 


Country/Territory 

Exporters 

Amount (US $ per kg) 

r 0) 

(2) 

(3) 

People’s Republic of 

China 

All Producers / exporters 

3.33 


2. The anti-dumping duty imposed under this notification shall be effective up to and 
inclusive of 5 th day of September 2006, (unless revoked, modified or superseded earlier) and shall 
be paid in Indian currency. 

Explanation. - For the purposes of this notification, - 

(a) “landed value” means the assessable value as determined under the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 
1962) and includes all duties of customs except duties levied under sections 3, 3 A, 8B, 9 and 9 A 
of the said Customs Tariff Act; 

(b) rate of exchange applicable for the purposes of calculation of such anti-dumping duty shall be 
the rate which is specified in the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Finance (Department of Revenue), issued from time to time, in exercise of the powers conferred 
by sub-clause (i) of clause (a) of sub-section (3) of section 14 of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 
1962), and the relevant date for the determination of the rate of exchange shall be the date of 
presentation of the bill of entry under section 46 of the said Customs Act. 


[F.NO.354/32/2001-TRU] 
AJAY, Under Secy. 


4^ R<r?0, 19 2005 

68/2005-^fhn^Rt 

m^»r.R481(3T).—9Tf£pfclfl„ wFFirf! xfFt afhf 3R4 3r4Nld 

(f^F# TMTcT faTWf 35?T Mlt) *]eRT: vWlfrld 40 4?T ^ Puiffcld *TR?T 

3' 3liqi(rld 3MlRl4> ^eft ^ frFT 3jk mWIcH tTWfcT 

fctWlcl RTcf W t) qfr STfaPuiH, 1975 (1975 4»T 5l) 4ft Rfcft 

^ 6907 312JcfT 6908 ^ STcPftT 3TTcft f. H 3TPTRT # qiOot 4> ^PTsf. 3R1|£|N U I, 

’TFT I, 1. dl'flls! 5 2003 WlftlcT SffcPT # 31TETR T? favfq 

*R tnnl a) f% - 




[*nn—•*y*s3(i)] 
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(g») fiwra ^ «!R?r ^ ftwrcr w g>r wtfh *Y hr *jjRi h* Pmifd ^3rr f ftrcra> 

gjRUT HTCH |OT % 

(?3) HR#I gaH H>Y dlloHF SlfcT t; 

(h) ftlwRT ^?ff 3 arroraY $ ^r®t «f<r f; 

3tk ^c| \3#T % «# cfPT cfR^ ^ toKf I^WRf % ftlWKT HleT ^ ^Y 3TRTRTY tR xIcNlctf 3JoH> 
HRHT sncRJRj WI t; 

3)fa ul«pfc arfafiRT StlRwi’fl H> »|«lT<ra PiwpWf ^ 3TTETR *R ^ERH>R *Y HTRcT H> 

<MH 5 [ , araiEiRtrr. hw II. *sns 3. ws ii i . mftef i -*$, 2003 1 y^iRici «mcr hr*pr 

<£ fcprf Tt^TeRT (*IvRg fcRFl) 3lfa^tHI WstlNF 73/2003-HflHRJc55, ai'fl-W 1 2003 

[iHTOHHOfao 376 (3T). Cll^l<S 1 2003] 1RT vickl ■Hid *R \lfcT Midi ?JoH» <nRlVlPYd 

ftRT t? I 

3jft WHft> *Y*rY ^?TH HR tPT ^IH 3Y flRlft«J> 350 fcTO. tSYH mHOT^ TOW (vidlKcb) 

<£ ^TRI #FrY XJWcf 1RI (^ iRl^YlJH 4Y^3RSY, *1elRl3l (Ptofacp) ^ *h«H ' 3 rnRR RwRl3> 

flfiYRq cf 350 fcTO #3 \>H3l4t 3“RM (fanfagj) 3 tThn^c* Nlfed 3^J3lY «rfY M6^H, 

W *R ufcimr^d ?J5«P ^*T p|6|ft{»| 3jt? 'd'i6"l tWT frfcT ^T 3HWK U II Pi<«»l. 1995 # PRR 22 
^ cURT \FT3> gRT H*Y fWclY 3>Y '«4kll Rb<m # cRfT 3)Rtlfia «l(t|<»l'fl 3 

*TRcT 3> HRiPRr, 3RITETR«T. HTH I, &S 1. dl'fltsl 21 WT&, 2005 u<»lRld ^ $FR f^, 
atfe^ff HO 15/30/2004-^.dlfte 18 2005 5RT HnftHI ^ ^ f^WTH 

W H>T HlfM sIRT PWlldY ^R. 3Rp?R «yj-*ii<*H Rl»»lR<l t ; 

3RT: 3R. <R«I>R , tfhmjo?5 RlfetT H^3lY ^Y Mtrqn, OT 'R yRmif^d 

?jc^ hh P>&iR«i zfci mpi wr «f«r araeiRni Rran. 1995 ^ Rrr 22 ^ hhRwh ( 2) 

jjRT TT5TRT 9lRd^lY ^T U^Y 1 ! flj. »ilS|<t>i'fl ^T<td Rl«P«lT ^ STltlR *R H? 

3fT^?T it€l t ^ W TRT (1RT) IR^JH HelftlHI ^ W % HTPRIH Rl'ClRcb 

H50 fcIO #T viHcl^ t ¥RM (Pl^H<5 ) 5RT PMIcId 3fk ^fRY 1 f?IH tfH ^ 

R-HiPto c^o fcio, vjjhcii«5I <i«wim<j (vJcMK<*.) gRj vj^ifei, 'dYHTsjo® arfeRm # 

h«r 3Fjq*fr H 6907 3^ 6908 ^ afcnfcr arRr htcT fitwid w wft Pi-ufdY m. 

HRd ^ OTHTH W vS'H*! 3HRlfl fifcHT Rf^HT I 

2. 3 RRr ijeq i cE H ^ fcHJ ^ HR^t 3TIH?W Rt ^ W? gRT ^rtfelT 

^ ^ ^ Hgj siRrfld jnf^T^ gRT ^ ir*n4t % nfilMien ^r, 

STgRnft tfc fcJXT >H^d {?T I 

3 . hR 3?RrflcT >frtteiT ^ ^ ^ m wRlMieH Rm>iR?i gRct t, othrt^, hkh 
%rY tjhci irt (xpr) TRi^hfH ‘SK'd'll H^Run ^ hissr %, ^frY v^rrh RriRicp ARR-ud g>o 

teTO xftH dHcll^ ^TPRTg gr (f^rtcra?) £ 'RRJ #FT^ ^flH HTH ^ ^ RriR|c 5 gJO fcFO, ^tH 

•>|UK|vRJ (vJcMIggj) gRI ftWId HIR # 3fFTraY ^R, 'H4VHI ^ 9RH ^Y dl^fl« 

yfrNlf^d ?Jccp ^Y WT 3RT ^ fcTJ f^RR ftHI I 


£17% 4£leiT-$L 


[ T T>T. H. 354/214/2001 -€Y. 3TR \] 
3T3R, 3T^T ■aFd*! 
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NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 19th July, 2005 
No. 68/2005-CUSTOMS 

G.S.R. 481(E). — Whereas in the matter of import of vitrified and porcelain tiles, other than 
vitrified industrial tiles (hereinafter referred to as the subject goods), falling under headings 6907 or 
6908 of the First Schedule to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975), originating in, or exported 
from, the People’s Republic of China and United Arab Emirates (hereinafter referred to as the subject 
countries) and imported into India, the designated authority vide its final findings, published in the 
Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 1, dated the 5 th February, 2003, had come to the 
conclusion that - 

(a) the subject goods have been exported to India from subject countries below its 
normal value resulting in dumping; 

(b) the Indian industry had suffered material injury; 

(c) the injury had been caused cumulatively by the imports from the subject countries; 
and 

had considered it necessary to impose anti-dumping duty on all imports of the subject goods from 
subject countries in order to remove the injury to the domestic industry; 

And whereas, on the basis of the aforesaid findings of the designated authority, the Central 
Government had imposed an anti-dumping duty on the subject goods, vide, notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue), No. 73/2003-Customs, 
dated the 1st May, 2003, published in Part H, Section 3, Sub-Section (i) of the Gazette of India, 
Extraordinary, dated the 1st May, 2003 [G.S.R. 376(E), dated the 1st May, 2003]; 

And whereas, M/s Foshan Chan Cheng Jin Yi Ceramic Company Ltd., People’s Republic of 
China (Producer) with M/s Joyson Ceramic Materials Company Ltd., People’s Republic of China 
(Exporter) through M/s Able Ace (M) Sdn Bhd, Malaysia (Exporter) has requested for review in 
terms of rule 22 of the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-dumping 
Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 in respect of exports made by 
them, and the designated authority, vide new shipper review notification No. 15/30/2004-DGAD 
dated 18 th February 2005 published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 1, dated the 
21 st February, 2005, has recommended provisional assessment of all exports of the subject goods 
made by the above stated parties till the completion of the review by it; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-rule (2) of rule 22 of the Customs 
Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, the Central Government, after considering the aforesaid 
recommendation of the designated authority, hereby orders that pending the outcome of the said 
review by the designated authority, the subject goods falling under headings 6907 or 6908 of the First 
Schedule to the said Customs Tariff Act, when produced by M/s Foshan Chan Cheng Jin Yi Ceramic 
Company Ltd., People’s Republic of China and exported by M/s Joyson Ceramic Materials Company 

Ltd., People’s Republic of China through M/s Able Ace (M) Sdn Bhd, Malaysia and imported into 
India, shall be subjected to provisional assessment till the review is completed. 

2. The provisional assessment may be subject to such security or guarantee as the proper officer 
of customs deems fit for payment of the deficiency, if any, in case a definitive anti dumping duty is 
imposed retrospectively, on completion of investigation by the designated authority. 



[MPTn—Tg^fl)] 
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1.. ““ofrMOmmcndation of anti-dumping duty after completion of the said review by the 
des,gratedI authority, the importer shall be liable to pay the amount of such antidumping duS 

cZSfrT^ a ' ,d ' mpOSed T on l a11 "“P 0 " 5 of s “ b J«« eoods into India (ram M/s losing 
Chan Cheng Jin Yi Ceramic Company Ltd, People's Republic of China (Producer) with M/s Joyson 

StoBLd ~Ti L *" P “P>f a Republic of China (Exporter) though M/s Able Ace (M) 

an Bhd, Malaysia (Exporter), from the date of initiation of the said review. 


\F. No. 354/214/2001-TRU] 
AJAY, Under Secy. 


df 19‘3JMl£ 2005 
3ET. 69/2005-Hl«n^95 

w.^r.frr. 482( 3?).— arfafitd 3nfcra>rft. 3. mm, wm mmt Tjsfcr 3 msmPrt mt 

cf?i ^ , 'tj)HI«ic<t> tfafr ajfelPPlH. 1975 (1975 4M 5l) Weft 3)^^ MTRM 

7206 90, 7207 19 3Tk 7207 20 4> 3RPfd 3TP) 4 T^, frWT^ atfrrMT^ ^€toT eft 70 f*Pfto ^T 250 

fapfto ^ttm <£ anw eft M Mcrrat 3fk mms) <ft <ftcm M fopfr £ # 

MRcffa MFra? fcrf^fM 2JT MRftd MFra> fclftM cfc MM§eM 3RT 3RRh^J cfc 3PJMT £ 

(f^ W<d MTef 4>6I MMT t) ^ 3TPTTM ^ MlMcT MTMT ^ Mum 3, aTMTMRM, MPT I, ^5 1, elid'd 
1 ftMMR 2000 *T Hchl^ld, appft 3RleP! uriM mR u IIH ^ MM^ MTef *R 3R'frpT jrfclmeM 

arfttfiftd g>t RuwRsii <ft ait; 

ate arfafld ^ £ arrarc m mwr ^ MKrerofto 931 (ar) 

dT?R5 26 fewm, 2000 cj> 3T#T MIMT $ WUT 3TMTETRM MPT II, 3, MTOM (i), 26 

f^RTC, 2000 3 H*lRld MRd M*d*R $ fad Hdlcld (MuJMT faMPT) <ft 3l1tRjcRT MO 151/2000- 
^MUejccb, dT$MT 26 faM*4< 2000 gRT 3HfaM yfamdH atMftd eft 8Jt; 

aifa arfarfad yifaradfl. mrct <i> MuPnr. 3 tmiutmm. mpt I, Mid i, differ i up. 2001 
y<t>iRid app) ar'fcPT Rpqn# aifa^H! drtte 1 vp, 2001 stmt mm msm ^fPr 
mmmom ^ arrarfcTcr M^f mtm m f^TTpro nfimreM Rpbifei sit; 

aff? aifi|f%d TnfeMlfl # ipNd PT«4 >mT ^ antTR M<4>N A. MTOMToRTO 454 

(ar), drfl<si 25 op. 2001 4> arcfid mrm m» mmmm. 3rtimrm, mpt II, 3 . mtotm (i), 
dpflMf 25 up. 2001 ^ y<J>lRld. MTTcT MM5N ^ MMIcW (fluRd ftMfPT) 3ffrRpdT MO 
65 / 2001—'rfPTRJcd), dT^fel 25 up. 2001 gPfT M^ MTef ’R RwiPT* Tlf^TTcPT arMftd 
f%MT 8TT ; 

afk arRrfld tt#^ 1 arq^ mwt*i^h m%tt ^ ar^Pr mtm mRmpt mT mrm ^ murm. 

3)Mlt|K«l. MPT I, MTM 1, dl'H'bl 20 M^, 2005 ^ «d>l($ld gRT ?M Mf^T 11% - 

(d?) MTcT <PT MM ^ MTMPM ijcM % d5M m f^rfd |S3TT t I #d uRcfT^t MMMuM ^ d>|^ 

3TPTRT f3H t 3Td: ^ uRcfT^t MMMud ^ fcR JTMM uTTM ^ cPI ^§frPT MTf^M d5t fcTMT 

MMT t I 

(m) au-mfera mg mth $ wm ^ g>RM 5 # #i^r ^ f^rfet g>r jptt^rt M^f I^mt mt m^t i 
(m) m«i 5 arpnfcTd m^ mtm m yRlyidn isi^ $ mRuiihw^ 3imtm «# $ 

^ ^>1 MMTcpTT M^f # 
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aft? w afft dto Mi«iqi<fl 4 ij^Rr: ^ifad nr 3?r 4 Profa farft mj 

3i3^3icr$*pft an^ncfr 3? eRi^ ^ qi<H&ft f^r 3nft 3ft Rm>iRvi 

3ft t; 


3?d: 3TC, 3v^t3 "fRcPR, 4hl?jo<l> tfa> (qifecT cR§3ft 3ft 3f3R, 3*1 3* JllclM l fed *[c3J 33 

afk 3 «n srfft 33 aium^n) frim, 1995 £ firim 18 aft* 20 £ war 3fc£r 333 
arf^anr 3ft urt 93 > 3ft 3331*1 (1) 323 (5) srcr 3333 *rfa 44 r 33 jnfrn 3>*ft f?, *n*3 *rc33* 

<£ fft*T 33Tcf3 (*!3R3 fcpTPT) gft 3T&qtFTT *T 65/2001-*ft3I^Je3>, 3#0 25 ^T, 2001 3ft uft 3R3 
^ 3EB7WT, 3T3 II, *F5 3, (i) $ lift 454 (3f) 3Tft*I 25 ^T, 2001 3ft 

WcblRld 3ft 3^ 2ft, ^3*# fft^ST 4 ^ 3ft 3^ 3T ftfclj vjflft % cft3 3ft 3| 3131 3ft 3133 3^ t^3T3, 
tft^53 3>*<ft t I 


[33.4. 354/95/2001-A 3TR. ^] 
133, 3333f33 


NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 19th July, 2005 
No. 69/2005-CUSTOMS 

•._11. 1 h Whereas in the matter of import of certain types or grades of alloy and non alloy 

steel billets, bars and rounds having 70mm to 250 mm diameter conforming to Indian Standards 
specification or any other international specification equivalent to Indian Standards (hereinafter 
referred to as subject goods), falling under sub-heading Nos. 7206 90,7207 19 and 7207 20 of the First 
Schedule to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975), originating in, or exported from, Russia, 
People s Republic of China and Ukraine, the designated authority vide its preliminaiy findings 
published m the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 1, dated the I s * December, 2000 had 
recommended the imposition of provisional anti-dumping duty on imports of the subject goods 
originating in, or exported from, Russia and Peoples’s Republic of China; 

And whereas on the basis of the aforesaid findings of the designated authority, the Central 
Government had imposed a provisional anti-dumping duty on the subject goods vide notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue), No. 151/2000-Customs 
dated the 26 December, 2000 [G.S.R. 931(E), dated the 26 th December, 2000], published in Part If 
Section 3, Sub-section (i) of the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, dated the 26 th December, 2000; 

And whereas, the designated authority, vide its final findings dated the 1 st June, 2001 published 
m the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 1, dated the 1 st June, 2001, had recommended the 
imposition of definitive anti-dumping duty on all the imports of subject goods, originating in, or 

exported from, Russia and People’s Republic of China; 

And whereas on the basis of the aforesaid final findings of the designated authority, the Central 
Government had imposed an anti-dumping duty on subject goods vide notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministiy of Finance (Department of Revenue), No.65/2001-Customs, dated the 25 th 
June, 2001, published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (i) vide 
G.S.R 454 (E), dated the 25 ,h June, 2001; 


[ ^nnn—'sr*g3(i)] 
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Whereas the designated authority vide its final findings in mid-term review, published in the 
Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 1, dated the 2(T May, 2005, has come to the conclusion 

that - _ . , . 

(i) The subject goods have been exported below their normal values from Russia during 

the period of investigation. There were no imports from People s Republic of China 
during the period of investigation, hence dumping margin established during the 

original investigation for People’s Republic of China was considered in this review 
investigation. 

(ii) However, a situation of continuation of injury caused by the dumped imports to the 
domestic industry could not be established. 

(iii) Injury is not likely to recur if the anti-dumping duty imposed on the subject goods 
from subject countries were removed. 

and has recommended withdrawal of the anti-dumping duty on all imports of subject goods, 
originating in, or exported from People’s Republic of China and Russia; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) read with sub-section 
(5) of section 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975) read with rules 18 and 20 of the 
Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-dumping Duty on Dumped Articles 
and for determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, the Central Government hereby rescinds the notification 
of the Government of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue), No.65/2001- 
Customs, dated the 25 th June, 2001, [G.S.R. 454 (E), dated the 25 th June, 2001], except as respects 
things done or omitted to be done before such rescission. 


[F. No. 354/95/2001-TRD] 
AJAY, Under Secy. 

192005 

# 70/2005-#UT^> 

_ W.^T.frr. 48 3( 3T).—WR. 7ftaRgc4» 3jfferPpPT. 1962 (1962 JUT 52) 4>) EfTO 25 

WJRT (i) 5RT ra *51 trutw {[XT. u? wuieih it urrt *r cfo sfed 4 4 wt 4trt 

W^3>R fartl fibTPT) ^£t 3lfrujrH| W. 207/89—cTT^hgr 

11 'JcfTt. 1989 4f. 3lt? Wcifew 4><cft t?. 3T*Tfc{:— 

3#^tRT 4, #7 3R5 “ 50, 000 ” <T> WR UV • “ 1,00,00 W* ” 

f^n vsn^u; 


[WT. W. 450/31/2005-#. 


f^nnr 3Tfcrcj^TT *TTR <Iv4ir. STWTEnwn. WPT II, #1 3 , VJMd'S (i) , 4f wo 

207/89-#Rl^oct> cTrffrsT 11 tJcTlt 1989 [WTO UTO Pro 702 ( 3T) , wrftal 11 v$*nf, 1989] gTW 

tranflicr ^ aft ark ww4>t w#sr aif^w m 45/92 - # m^, drtter i nnf 1992 [WTounofto 
155 (3?) ?rr^5 1 nrd 1992 ] siw font w m 1 





NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 19th July, 2005 
No. 70/2005-CUSTOMS 

G.S.R. 483(E) :— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of 
section 25 of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962), the Central Government, being 
satisfied that it is necessary in the public interest so to do, hereby makes the following 
further amendment in the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Finance (Department of Revenue), No. 207/89-Customs, dated the 17th July, 1989, 
namely:- 

In the said notification, for the words and figures “Rs. 50,000”, the words and 
figures “Rs. 1,00,000” shall be substituted. 

[F. No. 450/31/2005-Cus-IV] 
AJAY, Under Secy. 

Note. — The principal notification No. 207/89-Customs, dated the 17th July, 1989, was 
published in the Gazette of India vide number G.S.R. 702 (E), dated the 17th July, 1989 
and was last amended vide notification No. 45/92-Customs, dated the 1st March, 
1992[G.S.R. 155(E), dated the 1st March, 1992]. 



